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Dear Comrades, 

The development of the exchange of opinions and arguments between the Socialist 
Unity Party of Germany and West German Social Democracy induces us not to 
wait until after the provincial diet elections in North Rhine-Westphalia with the 
answer to the Open Reply of the SPD Executive (second reply), the text of which 
we publish at the same time. 

We notice that deep disquiet has gripped the workers, circles of the intelligentsia 
and working farmers because it became known that the SPD leadership is parti- 
cipating in secret negotiations with the CDU/CSU on the emergency constitution, 
that it holds talks on West Germany’s access to atomic weapons and that it refuses 
to take a stand against the barbaric war of the USA in Vietnam and its support by 
the Erhard government. 

Our decision to continue already now the open dialogue was also influenced by 
the draft of a resolution by the SPD Executive for the Dortmund Congress entitled 
“Germany policy under the changing worldwide conditions”. We take it as a kind 
of supplement to the two open replies by the SPD Executive in which the basic 
questions raised by us were unfortunately evaded. 


We learn from the draft that the SPD Executive does not appear to have the 
intention of developing at the Dortmund Party Congress its own social democratic 
Germany policy, an alternative to the revanchist policy and the bankrupt Germany 
policy of the CDU/CSU. We regret this. Without wanting to interfere in the affairs 
of the Dortraund Congress, we ask the delegates to devote special attention to these 
questions. If the Dortmund Congress is again to prescribe that the SPD form a 
community with the CDU/CSU on questions of foreign policy and the Germany 
policy then the opportunity might be wasted for a long time to achieve progress in 
the efforts to safeguard peace in Germany and in the solution of our social and 
national problem. 

Therefore the delegates of the Dortmund SPD Congress are at a cross-roads. 
The path of community with the formed rule of the CDU/CSU leads via the 
emergency constitution, atomic armament and a revenge-seeking policy to the iso- 
lation of the Federal Republic, to increasing dependency on US imperialism, to a 
deepening of the division of Germany and to the worst capitalist manipulation of 
the people in West Germany. 

The path of a German peace policy, however, leads through an understanding 


10 


between the two German states, disarmament and the renunciation of revenge to 
a relaxation of tension, to peaceful coexistence, to the safeguarding of a peaceful 
life for the people and via a confederation to reunification. 

In the recent debate in the West German Bundestag on the German question the 
representatives of the CDU and CSU repeatedly declared that for them there could 
be no conceivable understanding between the two German states, no bridge be- 
tween them, no kind of confederation. The draft resolution of the SPD Executive 
repeats the assertion that there was no community of interests between the SPD and 
SED and that all prerequisites for cooperation between these two parties were 
lacking. 

If it were true that there is no longer a community of interests between us then 
indeed the dialogue between our two parties would be meaningless. 

Fortunately, however, there is - we are convinced of it - a community of interests 
between the two largest German parties, between the members and friends of the 
Socialist Unity Party of Germany and the members and friends of West German 
Social Democracy. We do not allow the gross affronts and untruths contained in 
the second Open Reply of the SPD Executive, which we emphatically reject, just 
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as the here and there impertinent language, to divert us from continuing the dialogue 
so essential in the interest of peace and the peaceful solution of the German ques- 
tion. But we regret that—possibly in connection with the visit of SPD vice-chairman 
Erler to the USA-the language in various publications of the SPD leadership has 
changed in a manner damaging to rapprochement and understanding. 


Dear Comrades, 

We do not lose our patience very quickly and we submit to you this our third 
Open Letter. At the same time we should like to refer to the statement adopted 
by the SED Central Committee at its 12th session on 27-28 April 1966 an the ex- 
change of opinions between the SED and SPD; also to the Programmatic Speech — 
confirmed by the SED Central Committee — held on the occasion of the 20th anni- 
versary of the merger of the Communist Party of Germany and the Social Demo- 
cratic Party of Germany into the Socialist Unity Party of Germany on the territory 
of the present German Democratic Republic. We also refer to the speech by the first 
secretary of the SED Central Committee at the 12th session of the Central Com- 
mittee, which belongs to the subject of our dialogue, and which has been published 
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by the SED central organ Neues Deutschland and by other GDR newspapers. 
These documents contain our point of view on many of the questions to be dis- 
cussed in the dialogue. 

For this reason we are able to concentrate in this third Open Letter on a few 
important questions. We assume that at the two meetings envisaged to take place 
in July in Karl Marx Stadt and Hanover and in continuation of the written dia- 
logue there will be ample opportunity to deal with other basic and detailed ques- 
tions. We are of the opinion that in addition contacts between the district and 
regional leaderships of our two parties would be useful. 


For Peace in Germany and for Germany 


In our exchange of opinions the necessity of clarifying the questions of peace in 
Germany and for Germany is becoming ever more evident. We believe that in the 
first place it is necessary to safeguard freedom for peace. In the aforementioned 
statement of the SED Central Committee of 28 April four questions were formu- 
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lated. We ask the delegates, members and friends of the SPD to examine them and 
to answer them objectively. 

These four questions are: 

1) Are you prepared to advocate that the two German states shall renounce all 
control of nuclear weapons? 

2) Are you prepared to see, together with us, that concrete disarmament measu- 
res are begun in Germany? 

3) Are you prepared to work to ensure that the Federal Republic shall live in 
peace and maintain good-neighbourly relations with all European peoples 
and that it shall recognize the existing borders? 

4) Are you prepared to help reduce the cold war and enmity, to take into 
consideration the realities in Germany and to work to promote the relaxation 
of tensions and to open the road to a subsequent reunification by negotiations 
between the governments of the two German states on a basis of equality? 

It must be disappointing to all peace-loving Germans that in the draft resolution 

of the SPD Executive for the Dortmund Congress on the German policy these 
questions are either answered negatively or not at all. 
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The leadership of the West German CDU/CSU, which at present is busy esta- 
blishing the formed rule of monopoly state capitalism as the dictatorship of a 
small minority of the big property-owning bourgeoisie has opposed the dialogue 
of our parties from the beginning. The West German federal chancellor and chair- 
man of the CDU and the West German federal president, who, despite being 
seriously incriminated because of his activity in the Hitler regime, is still in office, 
have not only had the arrogance to proclaim the sole right of West Germany’s 
ruling class to represent the whole of Germany. They have in addition, just as 
Wilhelm II and Hitler, once more announced wonderful times for the West Ger- 
man workers. The reduction of working hours introduced in the past is to be can- 
celled in part and the people, in the strait jacket of the emergency laws and if 
necessary directed by the general staff of the West German Bundeswehr, are to be 
taught “discipline and order”. And if the emergency dictatorship cannot be imple- 
mented in a legal way, the Bonn government will ask the former occupation powers 
for authority to do so. This shows how grave the situation in West Germany has 
become for peace and for the workers. Neither democracy nor the fundamental 
rights of citizens are ensured any longer. In the circumstances it is hardly possible 
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for the people to have a political will of their own. Parliamentary democracy as 
envisaged in the federal constitution is becoming null and void. The path of the 
authoritarian rule of the CDU/CSU leading in the direction of open dictatorship 
in the interest and on bchalf of the property-owning bourgeoisie, is becoming in- 
creasingly clear. Thus in the internal policy of West Germany a new pre-war period 
is being organized. 

The note of the government of the West German Federal Republic of 
25 March 1966 to the states of the world which has been rightly described by many 
recipients as a deceptive manceuvre, contains the revanchist claims to the borders 
of 1937. By excluding the GDR from its renunciation of the use of force the Bonn 
government at the same time demands a free hand for aggressive acts against the 
German Democratic Republic. The CDU/CSU leadership and in its wake unfor- 
tunately also the SPD leadership are obviously misjudging the internal unity 
and strength of the German Democratic Republic and its allies. It is deplorable 
that the SPD Executive in its draft resolution on German policy for the Dortmund 
Congress specifically welcomes this deceptive manceuvre of the Erhard government. 

In its second Open Reply also the SPD Executive states that “our people do 
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not want a new war to start from German soil. They want a stable system of peace 
to be established in Europe and the world.” 

That is undoubtedly correct. But what the people in West Germany wish for 
is one thing and what the CDU/CSU government, the armament monopolies and 
the military are doing is quite another thing. The people want peace. We do 
not doubt it. But the Erhard government is in the midst of organizing a new 
prewar period. That is the situation. 

The claim of the government in Bonn that the laws of the West German Federal 
Republic were valid for citizens of the German Democratic Republic and even for 
citizens of the People’s Republic of Poland and the USSR underlines the aggressive 
character of its policy and the particular viciousness and danger of the sole 
representation pretension. 

We believe that if the SPD has the will to see that a war never again starts from 
German soil then it ought not advocate the Bonn government’s claim to joint 
control over atomic arms and in addition to those dictatorial powers which it 
believes necessary to lead the people to war. 

The attitude to the territorial demands on other states is a test of any policy 
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which claims to serve peace. Unfortunately the SPD leadership supports the 
positions of the CDU/CSU government. But does it believe that a claim to the 
frontiers of the German Reich of 1937 can ever be realized? Without taking a war 
into account it is obviously completely nonsensical to persist in claiming the 
borders of 1937. We cannot believe that the SPD wants to share in the guilt of 
preparing a war. 

Therefore we do not assume that the SPD Executive believes the claim to the 
borders of 1937 to be realizable. 

We know that leading social democratic politicians argue something like this: 
Don’t take the matter of the 1937 borders so literally. We don’t really mean it 
that way. Of course we know that the borders as they emerged as the result of the 
Second World War cannot be altered. And of course we don’t want war. But you 
must understand that we have to take the former resettlers who vote for the SPD 
into consideration. 

The peoples cannot be satisfied with such an explanation. Such a two-faced policy 
cannot end well. The government of the West German Federal Republic, represen- 
ted on the one hand by the federal chancellor and on the other by Minister Seebohm, 
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is playing this most dangerous double game. From the SPD leadership we hear on 
the one side appeasing declarations and on the other side the inflammatory speeches 
of Wenzel Jaksch. Does that mean that between the Bonn government and the SPD 
leadership there is also accord on the double-bottomed policy? 

If the SPD Executive has become convinced that the borders cannot be altered 
then it would be its duty to declare this frankly before the entire people. 

Neither German social democrats nor German communists are responsible for 
the loss of territory or for the borders as they have been existing for more than 
two decades. 

The German big bourgeoisie and their governments have made Germany ever 
smaller in two world wars. After a third world war unleashed by these forces Ger- 
many would be the most destroyed country. In the GDR we have called these forces 
to account for their crimes against mankind and also against the German people. 
We have openly explained the actual situation to the people. Very likely this did 
not sound very agreeably to the ears of many of our citizens. But we did not shrink 
from openly speaking the painful truth. And the former resettlers who are citizens 
with equal rights here are grateful to us for it. 
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What the SPD leadership is doing on this question seems to us to be a gross 
misleading of the West German population, and especially of the former resettlers 
themselves. Illusions are being nurtured which can never come true. Extremist 
circles are being mobilized which already today constitute a danger for the deve- 
lopment of the West German Federal Republic. 

We cannot understand how the SPD is going to reconcile its striving to safeguard 
peace on the one side with its declaration of solidarity with the CDU/CSU policy 
directed against peace on the other side. Obviously they do not go together, affir- 
mation of the community of interest with the forces which are organizing a new 
pre-war period, but a denial of any community of interests with the Socialist Unity 
Party of Germany which has made the striving for the safeguarding of peace in 
Germany and for Germany the basis of its policy. Precisely the striving to safeguard 
peace in Germany and for Germany ought to open up a wide field for joint con- 
ceptions and perhaps even for joint action of the two largest German patties, re- 
gardless of other differences of opinions on not a few vital questions. 

What we want is the safeguarding of peace by concrete measures in the two 
German States and in Europe and at the same time the elimination of the cold 


20 


war. This wall of the cold war was constructed from the building stones of 
the Bonn policy — revanchism, the sole representation pretension, the lust for con- 
trol over atomic arms, the capitalist manipulation of the people, the sharpening of 
tensions between the two German states, the prevention of normal relations bet- 
ween them and with the socialist countries, anti-communism and incitement to 
murder, etc., etc. 

In its second Open Reply of 15 April 1966 the SPD Executive said: “Our people 
want to know what can be done to overcome the gulf dividing Germany, at least 
gradually”. 

Above all peace in Germany and for Germany must be safeguarded so that the 
gulf separating the German states can be overcome step by step. 

In the German Democratic Republic solid foundations for a consistent peace 
policy have been created. Here not only the power of the armament capitalists has 
been liquidated. There is no Hitler general in our National People’s Army, no 
Hitler hanging judge in our democratic administration of justice, no nazi diplomat 
in foreign policy. All war propaganda is prohibited here. These and other founda- 
tions of our consistent peace policy which correspond to the principles of the 
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Potsdam Agreement show the way. West Germany, too, will have to go this way 
if the gulf dividing Germany is to be gradually overcome. 

Should it really not be possible for the SED and the SPD to bring their posi- 
tions closer to each other on the basis of such proposals as were submitted to the 
Bundestag of the West German Federal Republic in January 1966 by the Council 
of State of the German Democratic Republic? 

We quoted them already in our first Open Letter but did not receive a reply. 
We therefore must list them once again. Here they are: 

The two German states renounce atomic armament and participation in any 
form of control over atomic weapons; 

the two German states recognize the existing frontiers in Europe; 

the German Democratic Republic and the West German Federal Republic 
in the interest of European peace and European security, take up diplomatic 
relations with all NATO states and with all states of the Warsaw Pact; 

the two German states declare their readiness for negotiations on disarmament 
in Germany; 
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the two German states solemnly renounce such measures, laws and decrees 
which block the road to overcoming the division and to reunification, as, for 
example, atomic armament, emergency legislation, etc.; 

the governments of the two German states enter into negotiations aimed at 
normalizing the relations between the two German states and their citizens. 

We should begin with disarmament in Germany. 

We recall further that the government of the German Democratic Republic 
submitted constructive proposals to guarantee European security at the beginning 
of this year. With the aplication for admission of the GDR to the United Nations 
we at the same time also advocated the admission of the West German Federal 
Republic to the UN with the same rights. 

Our initiative borne by the spirit of responsibility for the future of the German 
people has up to now not been supported by the SPD. When the SPD gives 
assurance that it is for world-wide disarmament the SPD should especially work for 
the withdrawal of the US troops from Vietnam. The US aggression against the 
Vietnamese people does not at all arouse the impression that the government of the 
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USA and the Bonn government which supports it in every respect are for world- 
wide disarmament. 

World-wide disarmament demands today that the concrete problem of disarma- 
ment of the two German states and the elimination of the danger of nuclear war 
in Europe no longer be evaded. Let us therefore deal with the so necessary con- 
crete disarmament agreements between the two German states. You bear the 
responsibility before the German people and before the entire world that a war 
never again starts from German soil. We Germans must begin with disarmament. 
We owe this to the cause of peace. 

We propose to the SPD leadership a special consultation on how disarmament 
and peace in Germany and for Germany can be guaranteed. 

At these negotiations which should properly take place on a high level we would 
also talk about the military plans of the federal government and of the plans of the 
research council maintained by it which concerns itself with the plundering of the 
German Democratic Republic. At such a consultation the SPD leadership would 
also have the opportunity to raise confidential questions which are not suitable for 
public discussion. 
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On Questions of Democracy 


Not a few members and friends of West German Social Democracy see with alarm 
that the SPD is at a cross-roads but obviously has not yet made up its mind what 
direction to choose. 

The leadership of the West German CDU/CSU sees the way out of the self- 
chosen blind alley in the transition to dictatorship in the form of the so-called for- 
med rule. Its characteristic features are emergency dictatorship, the dismantling of 
democratic rights, coordination of the trade unions, intensified exploitation of the 
workers and the intellectual manipulation of the West Germans by the big capi- 
talist opinion factories. 

In its second Open Reply the SPD Executive declares, referring to the Godes- 
berg Program, that democracy must become the general system of state and life. 
We assume that this sentence aims at the future united Germany being striven for. 

We agree with the SPD Executive. But we shall have to discuss what we 
understand by democracy. For example, it would be hard for us to recognize 
the cooperation in the preparation of an emergency dictatorship in the West 
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German Federal Republic as a “struggle for democracy’. This entire state of 
emergency policy is a systematic cancellation of democracy. And we see with 
astonishment — frankly speaking — that leading SPD politicians and even members 
of the SPD Executive advocate the emergency legislation and thus the cancellation 
of democracy. 

The creation of legal foundations for its emergency dictatorship sought by the 
government of the West German CDU/CSU obviously aims at supplanting the de- 
mocratic rights of the West German constitution by enforced laws of emergency 
dictatorship whereby the upper bourgeois forces ruling over West Germany reserve 
for themselves the decision to have the emergency dictatorship come into force even 
without any “external state of emergency”. Everything is thus prepared so that a 
reactionary politician who is not exactly scrupulous about law and rights, and there 
is no lack of them in the CDU/CSU leadership, as is well known, can use the emer- 
gency legislation as a springboard to open dictatorship. The most recent German 
history, finally, knows how the “democratically” adopted emergency decree of the 
Weimar Republic finally became Hitler’s enabling act and the absolute nazi 
dictatorship. 
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West Germany’s road leads — we fear — from the authoritarian state of the 
Adenauer. stamp to the formed society and dictatorship. It should not be over- 
looked that the process of the transformation of West Germany into an authoritarian 
state is already far advanced. 

What do the political events of 1932 and 1966 have in common? The prepared 
emergency constitution exceeds the § 48 dictatorship of Hindenburg—Briining—Papen 
of 1932 which paved the way for dictatorship. Will the social democrats draw the 
conclusions from the coup d’état of Herr von Papen against the social democratic 
Prussian government of 1932? 

This time the transition to the formed rule, to dictatorship takes place in other 
forms, but the content is the same: revanchism as with the Harzburg Front and the 
Hitler party—struggle for expansion and hegemony in Europe as with the nazi 
party-muzzling of the democratic forces of the people, especially the opponents 
of imperialist war preparations, limitation of the rights of trade unions with the 
aim of coordinating the trade unions with the policy of the formed CDU/CSU 
leadership. 

Thus the SPD is faced with the decision of whether it will develop its own 
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German policy with the aim of a peace-loving, democratic Germany which is not 
bound to the imperialist policy of the CDU/CSU leadership, a Germany in which 
the people decide and not the multi-millionaires and which maintains friendly 
relations with all European countries. 

In West Germany many people speak very loudly about the freedom of 
information. Why then do not at least the Bundestag members inform their 
electors about the draft emergency constitution and on the so-called desk drawer 
laws? 

We are for democracy. We are for a policy which really involves the people, 
which comes out of the people and is determined for the people. 

The Erhard government and the managers of the big West German monopolies 
at home and abroad are aware that they can introduce emergency dictatorship 
only if they succeed in winning leading social democratic officials for their line 
not only in foreign policy but also in the field of home policy. The big coalition 
sought by the Adenauer group and also a few leading SPD politicians obviously 
serves the purpose, seen objectively, of coordinating the social democratic party 
apparatus and the trade unions with CDU/CSU policy. The SPD leadership is 
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to be made the captive of the imperialist policy of the struggle for hegemony in 
Europe and the revanchist policy of the West German monopolies and the Hitler 
generals-this is the goal of the CDU/CSU leadership. 

We agree with the conception of many social democratic members and officials 
that the SPD can do justice to its name as a social democratic party, i.¢., as a 
party which is obligated to social and democratic progress, only if it gives up its 
community of interests with the imperialist policy of the CDU/CSU leadership 
and develops its own policy which corresponds to the interests of the working 
class and the big majority of the people. 

In its second Open Reply the SPD Executive refers to the Godesberg Program 
and quotes from it: “We do not want to nationalize man; we want to humanize 
the state.” 

We can also declare our consent to this, too. Naturally this must be defined a 
little more precisely. How can the humanization of the West German state be 
brought about concretely? 

A humanized state is a state which is borne by the people and which guarantees 
the people right and justice. But how can one speak of right and justice and 
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freedom of the citizens of a state when there is no freedom, equality and justice 
in the decisive fields of human activity, in the field of the production of material 
goods? Certainly the humanization of the state must begin here. 

In the German Democratic Republic we have abolished the inhumanity of 
the exploitation of man by man. We have humanized the state. The big means 
of production, the large enterprises and riches of the nation belong to all citizens, 
they are national property. Free people in a free state work for themselves and 
for the entire people and not for a small group of profiteers who pocket the 
lion’s share of the socially produced wealth. 

If the SPD were to begin to abolish inhumanity of the capitalist state we would 
readily recognize this as a good beginning of the humanization of the West German 
state. We could then deliberate together how humanist principles can also be 
realized in a united German state. 

We believe that the compulsion to produce profit for a few hundred or a 
few thousand millionaires tramples human dignity and humanity underfoot. The 
realization of the old principle of German Social Democracy that “what has been 
created by the hands of the people shall belong to the people’ is at the same 
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time the humanization of the state. But this also includes the liquidation of the 
shameful injustice that women get less pay for the same work, that their human 
dignity is disregarded because they do not have equal rights in capitalist society. 
The humanization of the state includes the assertion of the full right of the young 
generation, especially the right to equal education, to the same chance in life. 
Perhaps many social democratic comrades cannot easily understand that the 
working people of the GDR do not want to have anything more to do with 
capitalism and that in the German Democratic Republic an entire generation of 
young working citizens has already grown up who have never had a personal 
acquaintance with capitalism. The working people of the GDR cannot at all 
understand how workers and office employees can work for the private profit of 
capitalists and big shareholders. The citizens of the first German workers’ and 
farmers’ state consider such a state immoral and undemocratic. The manipulation 
of people by means of various capitalist establishments in the interest of the 
multi-millionaires is an incomprehensible phenomenon to them. It is inconceivable 
to them how the working people in West Germany can allow themselves to be 
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politically misinformed and morally degraded by a capitalist Springer trust, 
for example. 

One really cannot speak of democracy as long as the great majority of the 
people who create all wealth by their labour could not even realize the right of 
co-determination in the management of the economy, not even the right to equal 
education, not even the equality of rights of women and the protection of their 
human dignity, not even the right of the young generation to an equal start in 
life. 

The SPD Executive will never succeed in convincing the working class of 
the GDR, with a renaming of capitalism as “industrial society” or “pluralist 
society”, that it is more beautiful and noble to work for the multi-millionaires 
than for the benefit of the entire people. If anyone today should try to explain 
to the working people of the GDR that life and work under the authoritarian 
rule of a handful of multi-millionaires and for their profit is freedom and 
democracy he would only be laughed at. 

Finally, we also think that such a democracy in which the Communist Party of 
Germany and other organizations advocating peace and understanding are banned 
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or persecuted is not worth much. We have other conceptions of democracy. We 
must certainly come to grips with these problems in more detail in the future. 


On the Relation between the SED and the SPD and the Relations 
between the Two German States 


Dear Comrades, 


We have shown that under the circumstances which have developed historically 
any progress in the German question remains blocked without rapprochement 
and understanding between our two parties. Whether the SED and the SPD love 
each other or not the interests of peace and the interests of the pcople demand 
their cooperation. We do not want to avoid this duty. 

The West German Federal Republic is not in a position to conquer the GDR, 
however great the ravenous hunger of the managers of the West German mono- 
polies, the revanchist politicians and militarists may be. And the German Demo- 
cratic Republic has never set itself the aim of annexing the Federal Republic 
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of Germany. Since the SED is not accustomed to seeking an utopia and soberly 
assesses the relation of forces it never set itself such an objective. 

In this state of affairs rapprochement, cooperation and reconciliation between 
the SED and the SPD and on this basis the peace of understanding between the 
German Democratic Republic and the West German Federal Republic remains 
the only possibility for a settlement of the German question. 

It is self-evident in view of the considerable progress of the contrary development 
of the two German states that lengthy and certainly difficult negotiations between 
the two governments are necessary for such a peace of understanding. 

The present attitude of the Bonn government, its presumption of sole represen- 
tation deepens the division of Germany and even makes a policy of little steps 
impossible. 

In the course of our dialogue problems have been raised by both sides which 
finally boil down to one question: How can rapprochement and understanding 
begin in Germany? 

If we correctly understand the SPD Executive it says that there are neither 
community of interests between SED and SPD nor rapprochement and under- 
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standing between the two German states. Therefore, leave aside the principal 
things which cannot be solved, anyhow, and instead seek solutions for questions 
of a little more frontier traffic, tourist traffic and in the field of human allc- 
viations. But even the most minor things in interstate life require valid contractual 
regulations. And valid contracts can only be attained as a result of official nego- 
tiations of partners enjoying the same rights, negotiations which, however, are 
rejected by the West German side. When will the SPD finally have the courage 
to break through this vicious circle which it has itself drawn? 

A whole list of desires for alleviations to abolish the frontier security of the 
GDR has been prosposed in the second letter of the SPD Executive. This involun- 
tarily recalls the plans of the Bonn general staff for the undercover war. These 
plans are completely unrealistic, as are all attempts to trap the GDR by means 
of deceptive manceuvres. 

We ask the social democratic comrades to follow our policy attentively. We 
are ready for compromises which serve the safeguarding of peace on the basis 
of the equality of rights and the mutual respect of the two German states. 

But we are not willing to take even the slightest step which could encourage 
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the revanchists and militarists in Bonn and could benefit their claim to sole 
representation. 

The SPD Executive has forgotten that first of all the most human task must be 
fulfilled in West Germany. The West German Federal Republic must renounce 
revanchist demands, the use of force against the GDR and joint control over atomic 
weapons. 

The desire to create human alleviations can only be taken seriously when the 
persecution of and discrimination against citizens of the GDR by the illegal 
system of justice in Bonn is stopped. We want to believe that the SPD leadership 
wants to ease human relations. The only reasonable, normal and possible way 
to do this is to bring about official relations between the governments of the two 
German states. Then possible solutions can be sought in negotiations of the two 
governments on a basis of equality. 

The point of view that the government of the Bonn Federal Republic has 
the right of sole representation for all Germans as a government of big capital, 
that it has the right, as it were, to disregard the interests of the GDR and its 
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citizens and exercise arbitrariness towards them prevents human alleviations. 
One has to grasp things at the right end. 

In the second Open Reply the SPD Executive proposes that the German Demo- 
cratic Republic should renounce its sovereign rights in order to promote human 
alleviations and inter-German relaxation of tension. 

It ist inconceivable to us why, according to the views of the SPD leadership, the 
German Democratic Republic, of all states, should renounce sovereign rights 
which are denied by the West German government of the revanchist politicians. 
We think that if someone has to renounce something it is the West German 
federal government which first of all must renounce its pretension of sole repre- 
sentation. It would thereby renounce a right which it does not, in fact, have, 
which is only imagined and does not exist. Properly speaking, it would be no 
sacrifice and no loss of sovereign rights. But it would create an atmosphere 
in which understanding on other questions could thrive more easily. Let us take 
an example: 

The Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany once took 
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the initiative to bring about negotiations between representatives of the govern- 
ment of the GDR and the Senate of West Berlin on a permit agreement. 

This initiative of the SED met with international appreciation, too. Unfor- 
tunately the social democratic leadership and the Senate of West Berlin have barred 
the way for farther-reaching agreements by demanding that they would conclude 
such agreements only if the German Democratic Republic disavows itself and 
renounces its rights as a state in international law including its official designation. 
Nobody can demand from us that we conclude agreements on further alleviations 
and, in doing so, disown the honest and good name of our state, the “German 
Democratic Republic’, and the government representing it. Let our agreement part- 
ners see themselves how they can free themselves from the fetters of the Bonn sole 
representation pretension in which they have bound themselves. We do not join 
in this undignified fuss. 

We ask ourselves where it would lead if we were now obstinately to demand- 
making use of the self-evident right of reciprocity-that the West Berlin Senate 
not be called by its official name and insist, for example, on speaking only of 
the administrative authorities of the West Berlin occupation area of the USA, 
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Great Britain and France, or if we were to demand the use of some depreciatory 
formulations instead of the title Federal Republic in treaties and agreements 
with Bonn. 

When the West Berlin Senate and the government in Bonn bury their heads 
in the sand like an ostrich because they do not want to recognize what is and 
what exists we cannot help them. But one should not make us responsible if this 
foolish attitude aggravates even the regulation of simple matters or makes it 
impossible because it becomes a principal question, a question of dignity, state 
authority and sovereignty as a result of the Bonn revanchist policy and the pre- 
sumption of sole representation. 

We deeply regret that the SPD in West Berlin, under pressure of the CDU/CSU 
leadership, did not further pursue its publicly declared readiness for change through 
rapprochement and from rapprochement to understanding. We cannot assess the 
present attitude differently. 

West German Social Democracy has had to discover for itself in the dis- 
cussions about the appearance of leading personalities of the SED in the West 
German Federal Republic that the Bonn government’s presumption of sole repre- 
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sentation and the aggressive and absurd legislation and juridical pretensions 
underlying it have reduced the room for understanding between the German 
states almost to zero. We are convinced that the SPD must open the way here. 
The CDU/CSU will not do it. 

The SPD Executive does not like our reference to the necessity of safeguarding 
the state borders of the GDR. It believes that it is not a state frontier. But since 
their founding, almost 17 years ago, the two German states have had frontiers 
with various states. And the border between the two German states is a state 
frontier, too. The border does not lose its character of a state frontier because it 
separates two German states. Thus the designation state frontier corresponds to 
the real conditions which have developed as a consequence of the division of 
Germany by the USA and the big capitalist circles ruling in West Germany. 

With the term “protection of the state frontier” we also express the fact that 
the socialist German state is safeguarded and protected at all costs. The West 
German revanchist politicians pursue a quite special purpose in rejecting the idea 
of state frontier. For they fear, in the case of the undercover war against the 
GDR which they plan, being branded and condemned as an aggressor if they 
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recognize the frontier as a state frontier. They therefore want to declare that the 
state frontier of the GDR is no frontier so that in international law they can 
label the military provocation intended by them as an insignificant occurrence, 
perhaps as a police action. No one can expect us to countenance such war provo- 
cations. And we would again like to declare with the greatest of emphasis that 
we do not tolerate any violation of our state frontier. As concerns the alleged 
order to shoot which is again mentioned by the SPD Executive in its second 
Open Reply we have already said everything that is to be said about it. 

When the SPD Executive believes, in the second Open Reply, that the repre- 
sentatives of the GDR and the West German Federal Republic could not nego- 
tiate and associate with one another as if they were representatives of foreign 
states we regret to be forced to state that the relations of the West German 
Federal Republic and also of the German Democratic Republic with many 
“foreign” states are normal and even friendly relations on the basis of the 
recognition of mutual interests, cooperation and mutual respect. It would be 
beneficial to peace in Germany and also to the question of German reunification 
if at least such correct relations existed between the two German states as with 
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“foreign” states. Unfortunately, however-and this is not the fault of the German 
Democratic Republic-the relations between the two German states are determined 
by the cold war, by the open hostility of the government of the West German 
Federal Republic to the GDR and its citizens and are far from being normal 


and correct. 


What kind of Germany is it to be? 


The SPD leadership also did not hazard a reply to this vital question of our 
people in its second letter. But a reply is of the greatest significance for the 
next steps in the development of relations between the two German states. 
Since different social systems have developed in them, the process of reunification 
is connected with step-by-step rapprochement, understanding, disarmament and 
coexistence and cooperation in a confederation with the aim of unity. German 
reunification means understanding between two German states. Obstacles to 
this rapprochement and understanding are the pretension of sole representation 
and the revanchist policy of the West German federal government, the preparation 
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of the emergency dictatorship, atomic armament and the unilateral connection 
of West Germany with the USA. Only he who struggles to remove these obstacles 
can give credible assurance that he wants reunification. Otherwise the use of the 
word reunification becomes only a manceuvre which is to delude people about the 
pernicious consequences of adaptation to the anti-national policy of the CDU/CSU 
leadership. 

The aggressive policy of the CDU/CSU leadership on the one hand and the will 
of the people to safeguard peace on the other face West German Social Demo- 
cracy with decisions of far-reaching significance just now. 

How did the SPD get into the situation in which clear decisions are demanded 
from it now? In the first years after the Second World War the SPD opposed 
the restoration of the power of the old forces of monopoly capital. But afterwards, 
in the period of the Marshall Plan, it renounced working out an independent 
social democratic economic policy and struggling for its realization. 

The SPD published its Germany Plan which contained a way to understanding 
and also elements of the temporary formation of a German confederation. These 
could have been points of contact. But then Herbert Wehner, deputy chairman of 
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the SPD, delivered that regrettable declaration in the West German Bundestag 
which threw overboard the Germany Plan and its own alternative contained in 
it. This happened in favour of the common cause with the policy of the ruling 
party of West German big capital. The result of this policy which led into a blind 
alley is an increasing foreign policy isolation of the West German Federal Republic 
and a further petrification of the division of Germany. 

But many West German social democrats ask why Social Democracy, of all 
things, which has been excluded from power in the West German state since 
the founding of the West German Federal Republic should voluntarily accompany 
the bankrupt CDU/CSU policy into the blind alley. Does West German Social 
Democracy really want to remain a captive of the shipwrecked CDU/CSU 
policy? Would it not be better and more beneficial for our people if West German 
Social Democracy were to develop its own social democratic alternative? We 
believe that the open talk between the working class and the intelligentsia of the 
two German states which fortunately has begun offers an abundance of suggestions 


for a good alternative. 
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We ask the delegates of the Dortmund Congress of the SPD to think this over 
and make intelligent decisions which serve the working class and the entire 
people, the cause of peace and understanding between the two German states. 


With socialist greetings, 


Central Committee of the Socialist 
Unity Party of Germany 


W. Ulbricht 


First Secretary 
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Open Reply of the SPD 
to the Open Letter of the SED of 25 March 1966 


For the first time in many years Neues Deutschland, the organ of the Central 
Committee of the SED, has printed the full text of a statement by the SPD. It 
published the Open Reply of the SPD of 18 March 1966 to the Open Letter of the 
SED of 7 February 1966. Since 26 March, the day of the publication in Neues 
Deutschland, many of our fellow countrymen in the area in which this newspaper 
is distributed have been able to form a judgment of their own on the efforts of 
the Social Democratic Party of Germany. These efforts should make possible 
steps to begin the exchange of arguments on the focal questions of German policy 
before people in the whole of Germany and to ease the life of people in divided 
Germany. 


I. 


The Executive of the SPD accepts the suggestion that representatives of the 
SPD should speak at a meeting in Chemnitz (Karl Marx Stadt). A meeting of the 
SPD at which representatives of the communist SED can speak will be held in 
Hanover. 
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Nothing has changed with respect to our judgment of the SED. All prerequisites 
are lacking for cooperation with the SED. This applies to all organizations and 
all members of the SPD. We continue to support open talks between all parties 
in all parts of Germany. Nevertheless we propose: 

1) The meeting to be arranged by the SED in Chemnitz (Karl Marx Stadt) 
should take place between 9 and 13 May 1966. Our spokesmen will be Willy 
Brandt, chairman of the SPD, and deputy chairmen Herbert Wehner and Fritz 
Erler. 

2) The meeting to be arranged by the SPD in Hanover will be held in the 
period between 16 and 20 May 1966. Our spokesmen will be Willy Brandt, Fritz 
Erler and Herbert Wehner. 

3) Our spokesmen will speak in both cities on the focal questions of German 
policy, that means especially about how the life of people can be eased in divided 
Germany. 

4) We shall make sure with the competent authorities that no difficulties will 
arise for the spokesmen of the SED on the occasion of their participation in the 


meeting in Hanover. 


5) We shall invite the parties represented in the Bundestag to take part in our 
meeting in Hanover. 

We leave it to the SED to give the other parties represented in the People’s 
Chamber the same opportunity at its meeting in Chemnitz (Karl Marx Stadt). 

It would be in the interest of the realization of our proposal “to introduce open 
talks between all parties in all parts of Germany” if, in addition, the parties 
represented in the German Bundestag which form the federal government were 
also allowed to speak in addition to us at the meeting of the SED if they should 
wish to do so. 

6) The prerequisites must be created on both sides for correct and comprehensive 
reports to be given on the meetings by the press, radio and television. The same 
information of people in the two parts of Germany must be guaranteed. 

7) We have charged the spokesman of our Party Executive, Fritz Stallberg, and 
the party manager of our Hanover district, Hans Striefler, to make the necessary 
technical agreements with the competent representatives of the SED on the carry- 
ing through of the meetings and on questions connected with reporting them. Our 
representatives will publicly announce the results of these technical arrangements. 


In the sense of our proposal for open talks between all parties in the two parts 
of Germany we would have welcomed it if the SED and the other parties 
represented in the People’s Chamber had accepted the proposal of the Work 
Group of German Broadcasting Stations (ARD) of 31 March 1966. The SPD has 
accepted this proposal and maintains its readiness for the discussion offered there. 


II. 


1) In the Open Letter of 25 March 1966 the leadership of the SED has tried in 
various points to weaken our statements. It alleges that 

a) it did not propose the formation of a “popular front’; 

b) it does not want to destroy the foundations of our liberal democratic system; 

c) it does not conduct a “policy of chicanery against West Berlin”. 

The SED admits that “significant human relations in Germany are disturbed”, 
and the necessity of a public discussion on “what the future Germany is to be 
like” is not disputed. 

By the way, the Central Committee of the SED nevertheless considered it 
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necessary to interpret the SPD’s seven clear questions and our proposals for the 
next steps in a polemic manner and evade them with the allegation that the SPD 
Executive itself avoided the central questions of German policy. We do not intend 
to reply to this polemic. Our people want to know what can be done so that the 
gulf dividing Germany can be overcome, at least gradually. The SPD will not tire 
of proposing steps towards this goal and creating the prerequisites for positive 
solutions for the benefit of our people through our own contributions. 

2) The SPD is convinced that Germany’s contribution to the safeguarding of 
world peace can be made in the most express way when the German people are 
able to serve world peace as a member of a united Europe enjoying the same 
rights. But our people can make contributions to peace also under the circumstance 
of division. The SPD therefore supports the coming into existence of general dis- 
armament under international control and measures for a general limitation of 
armament. It emphasized this but recently in the Bundestag when the declara- 
tion of the readiness of the federal government to take part in a world disarmament 
conference was discussed. The SED leadership conceals this fact. 

3) The SPD is of the opinion that it would be best for the entire German 
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people if the fundamental questions of a peace settlement to be striven for, a 
reunited Germany and its relations with its neighbours, were discussed openly 
and in public. Instead of suspecting the SPD through the insinuation that the 
SPD conducts or supports war preparations the SED should use its influence so 
that German parties in all parts of Germany can set forth their conceptions on 
Germany’s place and role in Eyrope and on the way to a peace system of 
peoples with the same rights frankly and without restriction. 

4) The SPD does not share the view of the SED that the authorities in Bonn 
and in East Berlin should negotiate and associate with one another as if they were 
representatives of foreign states. Nor does the SPD think that the demarcation 
line originally fixed by the occupation powers is a state frontier. But the anta- 
gonistic views of the political parties and the government in the sphere of validity 
of the federal constitution on the hand and the political forces in that part 
of Germany which was originally occupied by the Soviet army, on the other, on 
rights and claims to sovereignty must not be a reason for preventing regulations 
which guarantee the peace and security of people in the whole of Germany. The 
prerequisite for them is readiness and good will on both sides. 
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5) The SPD is guided by the intention of positively influencing farther-reaching 
developments through the solution of practical problems in the interest of people 
in both parts of Germany. It is therefore waiting for a reply to the question 
of whether our people can be given the opportunity to discuss in free talks 
steps to the lightening of the consequences of the division of the state and be- 
ginnings of the step-by-step overcoming of the division. 

Up to now the Central Committee of the SED has not given a concrete reply 
to the SPD’s concrete proposals, as it did not make it understood that it is 
ready to subordinate claims to sovereign rights to the superordinate interest in 
human alleviations and inter-German relaxation of tension. On the other hand 
the Central Committee of the SED refers to its initiative and patience which led 
to the Berlin permit agreements. We ask: Why should initiative and patience 
not be applied to the bringing about of the solution of practical questions in 
the interest of people in all parts of Germany and thus positively influencing 
and effecting further developments? 

6) The SPD is against blurring antagonisms and differences of opinion; it will 
reject attempts at intrusion and manceuvres of confusion on a local level, too, 
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through “all-German workers’ conferences’, etc. The SPD disdains to apply dia- 
lectical refinements when it concerns fundamental questions of the state and 
social system. Really reactionary forces would have no political prospects at all 
in Germany if human and civil rights were assured in the whole of Germany and 
their violation were punished everywhere. 

7) The SPD has asked and continues to ask how there can be a frank and open 
discussion in Germany when people are shot at because they want to get out of 
that part of their German fatherland which is cut off by mine fields, the wall 
and wire entaglements, or simple because they want to go from Germany to 
Germany-to their relatives, their friends, their fellow countrymen. 

The SED has replied to this question in a lengthy and evasive way with 
declarations which are to arouse the impression that the draconic measures of 
penning up people in its sphere of authority were necessary protective measures. 
But in the Federal Republic of Germany nobody is really prevented from going 
from the west to the east. In the sphere of validity of the federal constitution no 
one is shot at who wants to go to the “sphere of validity of the Constitution of 
the GDR”. The “normal state frontiers’ within the whole of Western Europe 
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can be crossed unmolestedly by anyone with the ordinary identity card without a 
special official permit. 

We ask: What have the antagonisms between claims to sovereignty to do with 
the fact that people who want to go from one side to the other risk their lives? 
Building worker Peter Fechter was one of many. The murders must be stopped. 

One who is sure of his strength does not threaten others that they risk their lives. 
Anyone who refers to the tradition of the German working-class movement and 
the history of socialism should not speak in this way. This recalls the language 
of those who released the safety catch on their revolvers when they were faced 
with the demands of humanism. 

8) The SPD insists and will see that its other questions remain on the agenda: 

Is the SED ready to allow not only selected officials but all members of its party 
and all “‘citizens of the GDR’-not only old age pensioners, but also younger 
people-to visit the Federal Republic and to form here their own judgment on 
the real situation? 

Is the SED ready to contribute, within the sphere of its responsibility, to easing 
the life of people in divided Germany? 
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Is the SED ready to give up its hostile attitude towards Berlin? 

Is the SED ready for a frank discussion in both parts of Germany? 

Is the SED ready to cease playing with war? 

Will the SED work for practical alleviations in divided Germany? 

9) To be active for people in divided Germany means, among other things: 

Neighbourly traffic at the zonal frontier taking its pattern from the Berlin permit 
regulations; 

in Berlin itself further steps in the direction of the free movement of persons; 

opportunities for the distribution or postal delivery of newspapers and periodi- 
cals in both parts of Germany; 

reduction of unnecessary fetters to exchange in the fields of the economy, science 
and culture. 

These are questions of lively interest to millions of people in both parts of 
Germany. One cannot divert from them by asserting—as the central organ of 
the SED does-that these are “details of the interior decoration”, and that a house 
is not built “from the roof downwards’. In reality these are current and vital 
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questions for our people. And they are questions with which one has to begin 
“at the bottom” if the situation of the people of divided Germany is to be 
improved. 

We repeat that farther-reaching developments could be influenced positively by 
the solution of practical problems in the interest of people in both parts of 
Germany. 

10) The SPD has proposed next to introduce the open discussion of all parties 
in all parts of Germany. 

This means that the prerequisites should be created in all places for represen- 
tatives of the parties represented in the German Bundestag and in the People’s 
Chamber to be enabled to set forth, advocate and dispute their conceptions on the 
German question frankly. The SPD emphasizes that this is not a question which 
concerns the SPD alone in the Federal Republic. It concerns all parties and it 
concerns the parties which speak for the entire people. The SPD will not abandon 
its attitude that representatives of all parties should take part in the open and 
public discussion. The SPD rejects joint meetings of the SPD and the SED. 
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IIl. 


The SPD emphatically contradicts the allegation that peace is threatened by the 
Federal Republic of Germany. In its memorandum of 25 March 1966 to more 
than one hundred foreign governments the federal government declared: ,,The 
German people want to live in peace and freedom ... The idea of a new war 
which would destroy entire countries and peoples and even continents is intolerable 
to them. They will contribute to seeing that such a catastrophe never occurs, and 
in this desire it knows to be at one with all reasonable people.” 

We social democrats expressly approved this. Our people do not want a new 
war to start from German soil. They want a stable system of peace to be established 
in Europe and the world. 

We again declare that the united Germany must be set up in secured freedom. 
This is also stated in the constitution of the Federal Republic of Germany. 

Relying on its Godesberg Program the SPD states that we do not want to 


nationalize people, we want to humanize the state, for that is the sense of demo- 
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cracy. Its defence, dissemination and deepening are tasks for us which must be 
dealt with anew every day. 

In this spirit we are active in the Federal Republic of Germany. The present 
conditions in the two German territories should be frankly talked about throughout 
in a public discussion everywhere in Germany. But we are not willing to allow 
ourselves to be cross-examined or put into the dock because of our policy in the 
Federal Republic of Germany. The SED lacks all competency for that. 

By the way, we have the impression that the Godesberg Program of the German 
social democrats is largely unknown in the SED. We are therefore ready and 
willing to make a sufficient number of copies of the program available so that it 
can be made accessible to all basic organizations of the SED. 

The Godesberg Program states: “We struggle for democracy. It must become 
the general system of state and life because it alone is the expression of respect for 
the dignity of man and his own responsibility. 

We resist any dictatorship, any kind of totalitarian and authoritarian rule, for 
these disregard the dignity of man, liquidate his freedom and destroy law.” 

We furthermore advocate that in joint open talks between all parties represented 
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in the German Bundestag and in the People’s Chamber it is discussed what can 
happen to ease the life of people in divided Germany and to find ways to over- 
come the unnatural division. 

The allegation that the up to now available Open Letters were published in 
West Germany to a lesser extent than in the Zone is not correct. The contrary is 
correct. 

We shall carefully record if the Open Reply hereby given is published in full 
in the sphere of influence of the SED. 
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